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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tlewoman from Ohio’s time has ex-
pired.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I would be
happy to yield 1 minute to the gentle-
woman from Ohio (Ms. KAPTUR).

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, I would
thank the chairman for that courtesy
and just say that I would urge my col-
leagues to vote ‘‘no” on this particular
piecemeal continuing resolution. Hope-
fully, others will come to their senses
and we will be able to vote for a clean
continuing resolution, which I think
the majority of members of our sub-
committee would appreciate, so we can
reopen the government and deal with
all of the responsibilities that we have
under this particular bill and meet our
responsibilities to energy and water
across this country.

I thank the gentleman for his cour-
tesy, and I hope to reciprocate some-
time.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. Speaker,
it has been a pleasure to work with Ms.
KAPTUR.

In closing, Robert Spalding wrote in
The Washington Post recently an arti-
cle called ‘‘Nuclear Weapons are In-
struments of Peace.”” In his close, he
wrote:

The sensible path to peace starts with the
realization that peace can be secured only
through strength. Nuclear weapons represent
that strength. We must embrace it through
funding and rhetoric.

Indeed we do. Nothing is more impor-
tant than the reliability of our nuclear
weapon stockpile, as is obviously our
responsibility to the world to prevent
nuclear proliferation, and one of the
ways that we protect America and pro-
vide for a strong national defense is to
have a strong naval reactor program so
that our aircraft carriers and subs can
truly do the work of freedom.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. All time
for debate has expired.

Pursuant to House Resolution 371,
the previous question is ordered.

The question is on the engrossment
and third reading of the bill.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, and was read the
third time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 1(c) of rule XIX, further
consideration of House Joint Resolu-
tion 76 is postponed.

—
RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess subject to
the call of the Chair.

Accordingly (at 9 o’clock and 57 min-
utes a.m.), the House stood in recess.

——
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AFTER RECESS
The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro

tempore (Mr. COLLINS of Georgia) at 10
o’clock and 25 minutes a.m.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

NATIONAL NUCLEAR SECURITY
ADMINISTRATION CONTINUING
APPROPRIATIONS RESOLUTION,
2014

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 1(c) of rule XIX, further
consideration of House Joint Resolu-
tion 76 will now resume.

The Clerk read the title of the joint
resolution.

MOTION TO RECOMMIT

Ms. KELLY of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I
have a motion to recommit at the
desk.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the
gentlewoman opposed to the joint reso-
lution?

Ms. KELLY of Illinois. I am opposed.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Clerk will report the motion to recom-
mit.

The Clerk read as follows:

Ms. Kelly of Illinois moves to recommit
the joint resolution H.J. Res. 76 to the Com-
mittee on Appropriations with instructions
to report the same back to the House forth-
with with the following amendment:

Strike all after the resolving clause and in-

sert the following:
That upon passage of this joint resolution by
the House of Representatives, the joint reso-
lution (H.J. Res. 59) making continuing ap-
propriations for fiscal year 2014, and for
other purposes, as amended by the Senate on
September 27, 2013, shall be considered to
have been taken from the Speaker’s table
and the House shall be considered to have (1)
receded from its amendment; and (2) con-
curred in the Senate amendment.

Ms. KELLY of Illinois (during the
reading). Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent to dispense with the reading.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Illinois?

There was no objection.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. Speaker,
I reserve a point of order on the gentle-
woman’s motion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. A point
of order is reserved.

The gentlewoman from Illinois is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes in support of her
motion.

Ms. KELLY of Illinois. Mr. Speaker,
my amendment is a long-overdue com-
monsense improvement that has bipar-
tisan support in this House and has the
majority of support of the American
people. If my amendment passes, it will
end this costly and irresponsible gov-
ernment shutdown and reopen the en-
tire Federal Government so that we
may once again appropriately serve the
American people.

As written, the bill before us offers
the men, women, and children we rep-
resent little comfort. This piecemeal
approach to funding the government is
hurting folks in all of our districts.
How can we commit to protecting nu-
clear security but not commit to the
security of our Federal Government by
completely funding it? How can we pro-
tect nuclear weapons but furlough our
intelligence personnel who serve on the
front lines in defending us from ter-
rorist attacks? Why are we paying
hardworking Federal employees, who
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want to get back to work, to stay at
home and not to do the job our Nation
depends on them to do?

As we sit here voting to fund bills bit
by bit, our constituents are being dealt
the full blow and consequences of this
shutdown. They can’t afford for this
shutdown to drag on as we mull over
whether it is more important to get
our food inspectors back on the job or
for America’s veterans to have their
benefits claims processed.

The piecemeal approach isn’t work-
ing. The gimmicks must stop.

As we discussed nuclear weapon secu-
rity, I was reminded of the movie “War
Games.”” This was the eighties movie
with Matthew Broderick as the slacker
hacker facing off against a supercom-
puter that was programmed to go to
war when it doesn’t even know what it
is fighting for.

I will allow a quick second for a
“‘spoiler alert” and summarize: after
several failed attempts at starting a
global nuclear war, the computer runs
through all the possible scenarios—all
of which end in stalemates—before it
discovers the concept of mutually as-
sured destruction, the very simple con-
cept that the war it was trying to
launch was an exercise in futility be-
cause it would destroy the U.S. in the
process.

“A strange game,” the computer
says. ‘“The only winning move is not to
play.” And that is where we find our-
selves as a Nation, heading toward a
mutually assured destruction at the
hands of an ideological few, pro-
grammed to go to war when they don’t
even know the risk of the game they
are playing and the consequences of
their fight.

We have had a week go by without
the lessons resonating that there are
no winners in the funding scenarios
that have been brought to the floor,
and the American people are losing out
worst of all.

But this isn’t a game. This is reality.
This isn’t a fictional eighties movie.
This is the United States of America in
October of 2013.

For the past week, we have pursued a
fundamentally inept method for re-
opening the government. Today we
need to pay particular attention to one
number, 79. That is how many different
appropriations bills the House and Sen-
ate will have to pass to fund the full
nondefense portion of the Federal Gov-
ernment, given the rate of funding and
the bills passed or announced in the
House of Representatives so far.

The men, women, and children in my
district—in all of our districts—are
dealing with the taxing reality of a
shut-down government. We can’t cher-
ry-pick who to fund and who not to
fund bit by bit.

I ask all of you to vote ‘‘yes’ on this
motion because Congress has a duty to
offer the security of a functional gov-
ernment to our families, our veterans,
and our economy. Vote ‘‘yes” on this
motion. Vote ‘“‘yes’” to open up all of
our government right now.
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